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Abstract 
The purpose of this paper is to investigate the personality characteristics of some emperors who made consistent contributions 
that changed history: Justinian, Julius Caesar, and Shi Huangdi. These historical figures share one specific feature: although 
members of traditional, conservative societies, they proposed and achieved political projects that caused profound changes of 
socio-political frameworks. We seek to identify psychological elements that enabled them to think and to act in an atypical 
manner for their respective cultural contexts. The theoretical background reflects the cross-disciplinary perspective: history and 
personality psychology. We analyzed historical resources, exploring the main decisions in social and personal contexts, purposes 
in diplomatic and military policies, attitudes towards collaborators and enemies. The commonalities in their psychology 
converged towards self-confidence, self-determination, and openness to experience, conscientiousness, intolerance, 
perfectionism, and autocratic style. The most important individual traits are: social intelligence and vainglory in the case of Julius 
Caesar; endurance, conscientiousness, hardwork, cruelty and fear of complots (paranoid script) – Justinian the Great; duplicity 
and obsessive fear of death – Shi Huangdi.  
 
© 2014 The Authors. Published by Elsevier Ltd. 
Selection and peer-review under responsibility of the Organizing Committee of PSYSOC 2013. 
Keywords: Reformers, Personality, Justinian, Julius Caesar, Qin Shi Huang DI 
1. Introduction 
 
 The historical resources referring to Emperors Julius Caesar of the Roman Empire, Justinian form the 
 
 
*Corresponding Author: Daniela Zaharia. Tel.: +040-722-000-17 
 E-mail: daniela.zaharia@yahoo.com 
© 2014 The Authors. Published by Elsevier Ltd. This is an open access article under the CC BY-NC-ND license 
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/3.0/).
Selection and peer-review under responsibility of the Organizing Committee of PSYSOC 2013.
213 Daniela Zaharia et al. /  Procedia - Social and Behavioral Sciences  140 ( 2014 )  212 – 220 
Byzantine Empire and Qin Shi Huang Di, founder of the Chinese Empire, are abundant and often extremely 
detailed, even if the points of view concerning them are sometimes ambivalent or quite divergent. Frequently 
opposing common sense and traditions, those strong personalities, that introduced changes in their respective 
societies in a defined and systematic manner, have puzzled their contemporaries and have gained a strong, but 
controversial, reputation in posterity. Beyond the historian documents, our theoretical background encompasses the 
main personality traits theories such as The Sixteen Personality Factor Model – Raymond B. Cattell (1978) and The 
Big Factor Model – Lewis Goldberg (1990). R. B. Cattel emphasized sixteen different fundamental components of 
personality (abstractedness, apprehension, dominance, emotional stability, liveliness, openness to change, 
perfectionism, privateness, reasoning, rule consciousness, self-reliance, sensitivity, social boldness, tension, 
vigilance, warmth). He pointed out that these traits represent the source of all human personality. The big five 
factors of personality considered by L. Goldberg (1990) as broad categories of personality: extraversion, 
agreeableness, consciousness, neuroticism, and openness. We used these personality traits theories because they 
describe the extensive areas of personality. The empirical evidence suggests that this grouping of characteristics 
seems to occur in many people. Taking into consideration the historiographical resources, we analyzed the three 
emperors’ personality traits across several dimensions included in the afore-mentioned models. 
 
2. The Emperor Justinian I (482-565 AD) – historical and psychological portrait 
 
The image of Justinian, as seen in the works of both contemporary and later historians, is not without 
controversy. Seen by Procopius as either the greatest emperor ever or the devil incarnate, even nowadays his legacy 
is still controversial, ranging from the most important Byzantine ruler to that of the destroyer of the Late Roman 
legacy, due partly to his unusually long and eventful reign. Charles Diehl proposes an interpretation of Justinian’s 
personality through two dominant ideas: the imperial and the Christian one (Diehl, vol. II, p. 372). 
The first led him to try to restructure the Roman Empire, through campaigns of re-conquest in the West 
(Africa, Italy, Spain), as well as prolonged conflict with Persia in the East, with the ultimate aim of renovatio 
imperii. The official imperial propaganda said, through the words of his contemporary historian Procopius: “Then 
appeared the emperor Justinian, entrusted by God with this commission, to watch over the whole Roman Empire, 
and so far as was possible, to remake it”(Procopius, 2.6.6.). This was accompanied by administrative and legislative 
reforms, which ultimately transformed the Eastern Roman Empire into the Byzantine one. In his wars and his 
administrative endeavours, just as in his personal life, Justinian seemed to make use of his divinely inspired power, 
resulting in a  “divinely supported autocracy”(Mass, p.4). This Christian dimension was the second dominant idea of 
his personality. In pursuit of this, he persecuted the Jews, the heterodox, the pagans and the homosexuals and 
enacted laws based on a firm moral grounding. The Church and clergy finally became instruments of imperial 
power. 
On a personal level he also appeared to be a truly devout man, starting with his early interest in theology 
and ending with him writing a theological treaty and spending a great deal of his later years engaged in discussions 
with theologians and monks. No longer able to equal divinity in a Christian empire, he assumed the title isapostolos 
(equal with the Apostles), thus positioning himself above ordinary mortals, but also above the Church. With an 
absolute belief in his divine support, he drew inspiration from both classical Roman emperors, but also from oriental 
autocrats. Thus, we might ask if Justinian didn’t actually try to compensate, at least symbolically, for his humble 
origins, and if this explains his sometimes-hostile attitude towards aristocracy. 
The pursuit of personal power above all, added to an immense pride, led to a desire to control everything, a 
lack of trust and even unwillingness to delegate responsibilities. Procopius said that he didn’t allow anyone, in the 
whole Empire, to take a decision by himself (Procopius apud. Diehl, p. 368). Justinian controversially involved he in 
battlefield decisions and is reputed to have drawn the plans for St. Sophia himself, based on an angelic dream 
visitation (Harris, p. 35). This cathedral was only one of the many important works on which he spent vast wealth, 
some say to the detriment of other aspects of government, all with the aim of his personal glory. “Solomon, I have 
surpassed you!” he is said to have exclaimed at St. Sophia’s inauguration (Scriptores, 2007, p. 105).  
When confronted with plots or rebellions, like the Nika riot, he showed cruelty in repressing them and, later 
in life, even a degree of obsession with conspiracies, leading for example to the punishment of his faithful general 
Belisarius. The later easing of this punishment only serves to illustrate the occasional haste of the emperor’s actions. 
Although controversial, the imagine of Justinian continues to endure, both in historiography and in popular culture, 
remembered as the one who built St. Sophia and whose day is still celebrated in the Orthodox Church on the 14th of 
214   Daniela Zaharia et al. /  Procedia - Social and Behavioral Sciences  140 ( 2014 )  212 – 220 
November each year. 
 The most prominent Justinian’s traits are: psychological vigourness, great potential to accomplish his goals, 
morality, and altruism. He was an important symbol of byzantine culture. Justinian used the throne primarily for the 
benefit of his people and the glory of God. Historians emphasized that he was pious, expressing his religious beliefs 
through his actions. From the Big Five perspective, we can conclude that Justinian had high level of consciousness, 
due to his self-efficacy (psychological dimension of the self that includes a set of beliefs in one’s own ability to 
complete tasks and reach goals), achievement striving, and self-discipline or perseverance. The tendency to 
perfectionism was reflected in the great purpose of renovatio imperii. He was known for his endurance and 
hardworking (high level of activism). His practical intelligence is reflected into famous public works, such as the 
rebuilding of whole cities destroyed by earthquakes, as well as fortifications and defenses on the extensive frontiers. 
It also included important buildings such as the magnificent Church Hagia Sofia. Another important characteristic is 
self-reliance, as his unwillingness to delegate the responsibilities is well known. He emphasizes by the desire to over 
control everything and by the fact that he took all the decisions the Justinian’s dominance in the relationships with 
others. Despite his prominent moral consciousness, he repressed with cruelty the Nika riots (being influenced by his 
wife’s suggestion). However Justinian was genuinely concerned with promoting the well being of the people 
(altruistic characteristic). 
 





3. Julius Caesar (12 or 14 July, 100 – 15 March, 44 B.C.) – historical and psychological portrait 
 
“It is matter for sorrow that while Alexander, at my age, was already king of so many peoples, I have as yet 
achieved no brilliant success?” seem to have been the Julius Caesar’s words when he has arrived in Spain (69 B.C.), at the 
age thirty three to serve his quaestorship, while he was looking at Alexander’s statue (Plut., Jul. Caes., 11, 3; also in Suet., 
Caes., 7; Cass. Dio, 37, 52, 2).  
Born in a patrician family, rather old but not very famous, Julius Caesar received a good education. Despite 
his manifested talent both in literature and rhetoric he chose (Plut. Jul. Caes. 3) his own priority deciding to be on the top 
of military affairs, which could provide him with a secure road toward the highest political status. It seems that he “was 
endowed by nature to make the best use of all the arts of war, and particularly of its crucial moment” (Plut., Jul. Caes., 26, 
2), he knew to speak very wisely, appearing as a “master of dissimulation” (Appian, Civil Wars, II, 10). His character is 











Consciousness (ambitious, self-efficacy, perseverence) 
High level of activism  (endurance and hardworking) 
Agreeableness (altruism, morality, but low level of trust in others) 
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beyond his means in the pursuit of honours. While yet ædile and prætor, he had incurred great debts and had made himself 
wonderfully agreeable to the multitude, who always sing the praises of those who are lavish in expenditures” (Appian, 
Civil Wars, II, 1). Caesar seems to be convinced that investing his wealth in the people is the way of “enrichment” in a 
much less functional republic where the speed of changes has increased. Having popularitas became very important and 
attainable through the love of the people, through the recognition of the citizens. Therefore Caesar has created his own 
people. Friends, relatives and mainly soldiers soon got used with “his love for danger” but above all, they are permanently 
kept in a peculiar estate of reverence because of Caesar’s strength to endure constraints of a military life, the poor diet and 
lack of comfort. He used to sleep under the open sky, despite the fact that “he was of a spare habit, had a soft and white 
skin, suffered from distemper in the head, and was subject to epileptic fits” (Plut., Jul. Caes., 17, 2). Caesar didn’t want to 
be perceived as an elitist, he lived for a while in Suburra district (the ill-famous district from Rome), he refused to fight on 
the horse in Gaul in a moment when the necessities of battles demanded it, staying nearby his soldiers on the field and 
proclaiming he will take the horse only for the triumph ceremony (Plut., Jul. Caes., 27, 5). He often tried to undergo 
military training and to dictate letters in the same time (Plut., Jul. Caes., 17, 3-4). He never seemed to be afraid of 
breaking the rules, and even in his crucial moment of decision he didn’t lose his temper, despite the messages sent by the 
Gods in his dreams (Plut., Jul. Caes., 32, 6). Looking for the explanation for Caesar’s success, Plutarch considered that 
we are dealing with “nothing else than emulation of himself, as if he had been another man, and a sort of rivalry between 
what he had done and what he purposed to do” (Plut., Jul. Caes., 58, 2). 
During his entire career, Julius Caesar tried to combine tradition with innovation in order to play a key role in 
the balance of powers in the dying Roman Republic. The roman people had become more sensible to political and 
religious affairs in the last two Centuries of the Republic. The old value of liberty (libertas) and even citizenship (ciuitas 
romana) were in danger to be vanished during the civil wars. Julius Caesar understood that very well, as he was a good 
observer.He was behaving like one of the people, but in the same time he was building himself a charismatic image of a 
providential leader and exemplum for others. He was seen like a very pious citizen with full respect for his ancestors, but 
while he was honouring them in public (69 B.C.), he introduced a new dimension of his family reputation and genealogy: 
the double connection with the beginnings of Rome, the ‘birth’ of the roman people and the kings’ period (Suet., Caes., 6; 
Plut. Jul. Caes., 9-10, Appian, Civil wars, II, 102.), he dared for the first time to use history and religion in his interest. 
Afterwards, paying respect to the military effort of the populus romanus, he will introduce new festivities in the religious 
calendar of the city – ludi victoriae – but these will decided by law in his name (45 B.C.). There were no religious 
festivals in the honour of a mortal before Julius Caesar, but only for the Gods (deorum causa), said the antiquarian Varro 
in his Book on the Latin Language (VI, 12). Julius Caesar changed the tradition for him (Fraschetti, 1994, 21) and his 
soldiers. After his apotheosis (44 B.C.), a new festival that celebrated his divine status was added and those innovations 
would become a rule for the imperial religious ceremonies. More than that, Caesar reforms the entire Roman calendar, in 
45 B.C., introducing a new structure for the months and renamed the fifth month of the year (when he was born) upon his 
name (therefore Quintilis month became Iuliis –July). He modified the entire structure of collegial priesthood in Rome, on 
top of which Julius Caesar himself was the Great Priest (Pontifex Maximus), with the full control on the election of the 
priests. This would be another constant prerogative of the future Emperors.  
For his dictatorship (from 48 B.C.), he also involved the people near of the Senate, by modifying again the 
republican tradition (Polyb., III, 81) in name of the respect for citizens. Maintaining this spirit, the dynastic succession in 
the imperial period would be created around the accordance of three institutions: the Senate, the people and the army (ILS 
244, also Tacitus, Hist., I, 12 sqs.). During his censorship (46 B.C.), Julius Caesar organized a census of the entire 
population, activity for which he sends officials in the territory (Suet, Caes., 41; Plut., Jul. Caes., 61; Appian, Civil Wars, 
II, 102.) and changes again the ancient rule that required the presence of the citizens at each registration (recorded every 
five years) on the Field of Mars (Campus Martius), in Rome. The old image of Rome, seen as a body of his citizens 
gathered in the town, is transformed. Rome is seen everywhere beyond the city walls through its people. This is a new 
perception of the internal frontiers, a new understanding of the internal geography, which would be developed in imperial 
times. Julius Caesar turns to account very well the consequences of Caius Marius’ military reform. The connection 
between a soldier and his general became stronger and the patronage relations are followed by the material support 
because the general is the one who draws the list of the future allotments for the veterans (Goldsworthy, 2008, 471-81). 
Caesar supervises the distribution of food inside Rome, and he has the power to reorganize social hierarchy. The people 
destiny is in Julius Caesar’s hands, and the salvation of the state depends on him.  
Life, space and time are the fields of his constantly activity in surpassing Alexander the Great. He trusts 
himself, but more than that, he thinks he convinced others to trust him. He believes in this so much, that he refuses to be 
protected by a personal guard. He loved to live in danger astonishing his supporters and enraging his enemies. On the 15th 
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of March, 44 B.C., he was assassinated and became first both a victim and a dead tyrant, then just a hero with the divine 
status. Even his funerals generate a lot of confusing feelings: he is incinerated in the middle of the Roman Forum, and the 
City turns to chaos. In the process of time and with help from his heir, the future Emperor Augustus, people began to 
forget the violent aspect of Caesar’s government and to only remember the charismatic profile of a military and political 
leader, and that was probably exactly how Caesar wanted to be seen.  
One of the main traits of Caesar’s personality includes the need of recognition and success. When he came to 
a statue of Alexander the Great, he complained that Alexander had accomplished so much more than he had. Historians 
emphasized that Caesar had a great ability to influence other senators and public opinion, being a good orator and smart in 
making alliances. From the psychological point of view, these characteristics reflect a high level of social intelligence – a 
quality that every politician wants to have. Sometimes he used his social intelligence manipulating others. Caesar had an 
image of the glorious general, being at the same time very generous and altruistic. Another one of Caesar’s personality 
traits was extraversion. It is known that he was the middle point of others every time. He was a charming person, liking to 
be close to many friends. It is important to mention that the roman emperor had a tendency to vainglory. Being seduced 
by the populace’s increasing idealization of his image, he didn’t take into consideration the possible threats against his 
life, thinking that he was invincible. The fact that he liked a lot to be close to intelligent people reflects not only the 
gregarious tendency, but also openness. Other features characteristic to Caesar’s personality (encompassing the openness 
factor from the Big Five Model) is the adventurousness, imagination and artistic interests (taking into consideration that 
he wrote poetries). The consistent military and political accomplishments suggest that Caesar’s personality is described by 
some sub-traits belonging to the consciousness factor – self-efficacy, ambitiousness, achievement striving, and self-
discipline or perseverance. 
 




4. Shi Huangdi  ( 259-210 B.C.) – historical and psychological portrait 
 
The first Emperor of China, Shi Huangdi of the Qin Dynasty, famous nowadays mainly for his gigantic 
mausoleum containing the Terracotta Army, is one of the most controversial figures in traditional Chinese 
historiography. In 221 B.C., as the king of Qin State, he succeeds to defeat the six sovereigns of the rival states from 
the Chinese plain and fulfils a two centuries old ideal set in the political objectives of the Chinese world: building a 
new political unity. The political vision and ideology that Shi Huangdi bases his power on, however, are different 
from what the simple desideratum of state unity meant. Inspired by the Legalist (Fajia) doctrine, which he learns 
from his magister Han Feizi and applies through his minister Li Si, two of the most important Legalist of their time, 
the emperor unifies the measures and writing, clarifies the social statuses (using the occupation criteria, instead of 







Tendency to vainglory   
Social intelligence (ability to persuade 
others, smart in making alliances) Strategic intelligence  
Extraversion (gregariousness, high activity level) 
Consciousness (self-efficacy, ambitiousness, achievement-striving, 
self-discipline or perseverence) 
Openness (adventuroussness, artistic interests, imagination) 
Agreeableness (charisma in the relations with others)
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building the Great Wall, reforms institutions and lays the foundations for the imperial administration (Lewis, 2007). 
These visionary reforms, which make the unity and continuity of the state possible, draw him not a well-deserved 
reputation as the founder of the Empire, but that of an immoral tyrant, destroyer of traditions and obsessed with 
absolute power. The Chinese historiographical tradition, in which Records of the Grand Historian (Sima Qian, trans. 
Dawson, 2007) is the closest source to Shi Huangdi’s era, casts a real damnatio memoriae on the king, a 
condemnation that practically remains unchallenged in a milieu dominated by Confucianism followers. The latter 
shall be deemed keeper of traditions – arguable historical truth, but perennial cultural perception in the Chinese 
traditional mentality – and advance the First Emperor’s reforms as aggressions hiding the desire to remove ancestral 
values, whose defenders are the scholars affiliated with Confucius school. Thus convicted to an everlasting 
reputation as a tyrant, crimes against the most treasured traditions are assigned to Shi Huangdi: killer of his own 
relatives, betrayer of his allies, he surrounds himself with arrivistes, despises the wise and is obsessed with power to 
the extent of ensuring his immortality through magic. The list of his absurd flaws and behaviour is given to us by 
Sima Qian, through the voice of two Daoist wise men (who are about to take advantage and deceive the Emperor): 
“The First Emperor is the sort of person whose heavenly nature is stubborn and self-satisfied. (....) The Supreme 
One enjoys using punishments and executions as a sign of his authority, and since all under Heaven hang on to their 
salary in fear of punishment, nobody dares to fulfil his loyal duties. Since the Supreme One does not hear about his 
faults, he grows more arrogant every day, and his subordinates, cringing in terror, practice duplicity in order to win 
his forbearance.” (Sima Qian, 2007, p. 76-77). 
Shi Huangdi's "case" is built into the historiographical tradition using a whole set of details on key moments 
and circumstances from his life which include: a sex scandal in the context of which his position as legitimate son is 
doubted, hostile behaviour towards the one he owes his throne to and who is the main paternal figure in his life 
(until he causes his death), persecutions against his mother (involved in a second sex scandal), two assassination 
attempts that lead to paranoiac and violent behaviours, including the obsession with acquiring immortality. 
The relationship with his parents, including the uncertain filiation, is central to historiographical tradition. 
Sima Qian tells us the sordid history of how the official father of the First Emperor, hostage to a foreign court and 
left by his own family to live in poverty, is saved, sponsored and promoted by a wealthy and ambitious merchant, 
Lu Buwei. This merchant also gives him a wife, without telling him that the woman was Lu’s concubine and already 
pregnant (with future Shi Huangdi) when married to Prince of Qin. This event makes an illegitimate figure of the 
First Emperor, both in a political and family context. It is unclear whether the future Emperor is from the very 
beginning informed about this story (or the gossip, if we are not to believe Sima’s theory), but we know that Lu 
Buwei served as prime-minister at the beginning of his reign and that the young king addressed him with the zhong 
fu formula. This expression means, “second father”, with both biological (father's younger brother) and symbolic 
(indicating a close, but hierarchical, relationship) meaning. According to Sima Qian, angered by rumours of the 
alleged filial relationship, Shi Huangdi dismisses Lu Buwei from his office, exiles him and in the end sends him a 
categorical message: “What intimacy have you shown towards Qin that you should be entitled uncle? You are to 
remove yourself together with your family and followers and go and live in Shu!” (Sima Qian, 2007, p.8). Following 
this treatment, Lu Buwei committed suicide. 
Equally problematic and shrouded in an atmosphere of promiscuity is the story of the second sex scandal 
involving the First Emperor’s mother. After becoming a widow, she hides a lover in the palace, secretly gives birth 
to two sons and plans to overthrow her first son to replace him with one of the two children born from this guilty 
relationship. Once everything becomes public, Shi Huangdi kills the two children, the Queen Mother’s lover and 
sends her into exile until her death. Posthumously, however, he ensures that his mother is established a royal title, 
that will strengthen his own status as a descendant of Qin Dynasty. 
In addition to the reported plot, Sima Qian recounts two more attempts to assassinate the future emperor, both 
unsuccessful, and yet traumatic. The historian comments after recounting the second episode: “... for the rest of his 
life he never again allowed anyone from the feudal states to come close to him.” (Sima Qian, 2007, p. 22)  
The concern for his own safety, transformed after concluding the political unification into an obsession for 
obtaining immortality, is defining for the last years of the reign of Shi Huangdi, at least in traditional historiography 
reports. The first act that he makes after the unification, choosing a new official name, provides us with the 
ideological expression of this temptation (and the only one about which we can be certain): the Shi Huangdi name 
more precisely means the “First August Emperor”, the first in a series of 10.000 sovereigns (the equivalent of 
Infinity) which were to be numbered with impersonal official names (“Second Generation”, “Third Generation” etc. 
- Sima Qian, 2007, p. 62-63). The inspections he makes in the provinces of the empire are marked by epigraphic 
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milestones, which claim to imprint the memory of his deeds for all eternity. In parallel, he destroys the chronicles of 
previous dynasties, to wipe the facts and claim that world’s time starts with him. The historian does not restrict, 
however, to mention these forms of symbolic immortality insurance, through ideology and memory, but claims that 
Shi Huangdi is concerned with esoteric doctrines as well, and employs magicians to produce the elixir of 
immortality. Awaiting this elixir, he builds himself a labyrinth-palace, inside which he hides each night in another 
room so that no assassin would be able to anticipate his movements. Finally, he embarks on a journey to find the 
essence of immortality, but only to die on the way.  
 Beyond the Shi Huangdi’s strategical merits, who fulfilled the ancient dream to unify the Chinese states, 
we can assert that he had a tenacious sense of personal rights, being self-determined to accomplish his great 
purposes in life (another of his merits is the beginning of the construction of The Great Wall). The main political 
and historical contributions reflect psychological traits such as activism, self-determination, and high level of 
liberalism (taking into consideration that he contested the values of the confucianist culture). The aforementioned 
performances emphasize that Shi Huangdi was a strategic thinker, because he accomplished great things, the most 
important being the unity between Qin state and other six rival states. Taking into consideration his decisions and 
actions, we can underline that he had an authoritarian personality, acting as The Supreme One. He was vengeful, 
unforgiving – being the adept of punishments and executions. His obsessive need for power and desire to have 
immortality reflect a defensive mechanism for his irritative emotions generated by the self-consciousness of his 
origins (he was an illegitimate child). In order to compensate for this aspect, he tried to delete the social memory of 
the former rulers, and to write a new history, whose first hero would be himself. Another psychological 
characteristic related to the need for power are: omnipotence, inflated sense of self-esteem and overestimation. We 
suppose that the latter could have the role of hiding a fragile or vulnerable self, determined by the fact that he was 
not the son of the king of Qin (being an illegitimate child). He doubted the trustworthiness of others and decided to 
eliminate his father and to murder his brothers. It is also known that he choose to exile his mother. In social 
relationships he was very tough, using the capital punishment with those people who represented a threat for his 
position. Shi Huangdi had a great distrust of others. The psychologists agree that people who have a great 
untrustworthiness, experience other difficulties such as anxiety (nevrotism). Shi Huangdi developed a great fear of 
death.  For this reason, he created a huge labyrinth in his castle, changing the bedroom every night, in order to 
protect himself from possible murderers. He had a very strange temptation to find the elixir of the immortality. 
 













Dominance (authoritarian personality) 
High levels of liberalism (he contested the Confucian 
values) 
Self-reliance, tenacious sense of personal rights 
Vengeful and refusal to forgive 
Strategic intelligence 
Nevrotism (anxiety about murder tentavies toward himself) 
Consciousness (ambitious, perseverence, high level of 
cautiousness) 
High level of activism
Low level of agreeableness (uncooperative,  suspicious, absence of 
modesty) 
Obsessive need for 
power 
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5. Concluding remarks  
 
 Taking into consideration the main features emphasized in our paper, we can conclude that there are some 
common psychological traits between those great rulers: strategically and social intelligence, consciousness, self-
reliance. They accomplished theirs’ important purposes, being such psychological traits. Social intelligence is 
essential in order to discover and use the contextual clues and to effectively negotiate the complex social 
relationships. It was defined as a dynamic interplay between social awareness (social cognition and empathy) and 
social facility (self-presentation, persuasive force, and synchrony). Strategic intelligence served as a cognitive 
instrument to design theirs’ policy and military plans. Specialists are agree that strategic intelligence represents a set 
of abilities to perceive, synthetize, and integrate elements to fulfill the purposes, understanding and taking into 
consideration the trends that could be opportunities or threats. Another common psychological traits that describes 
the Caesar’, Justinian', and Shi Huang Di’ personality is self-reliance that supposes carrying out the activities, 
fulfilling the own goals in an independent and resourceful manner. This concept is strongly related to the 
psychological hardiness, positive self, and high self-efficacy. Shi Huang Di and Justinian were dominant, and in the 
case of the Chinese emperor that psychological trait was strongly related with the obsessive need of power. Justinian 
had an authoritarian style, but he was not tyrannical. Another Chinese emperor’s psychological trait was 
neuroticism. It is accepted in the literature that those people who have high levels of neuroticism are more prone to 
experience anxiety, anger, and depressed mood, being worrisome and more vulnerable to the stressors. Shi Huang 
Di afraid a lot of the possible attacks of those who wanted to kill him and developed a tendency of isolate himself 
from the entourage. Caesar was the opposite of the Chinese emperor, being extraverted, liking a lot to be in the 
middle of his friends.  
 For each one of the three Emperors, their dominant feature must also be linked with their education and 
cultural context: Justinian's morality is a Christian trait, Shi Huang Di was educated by his legalist tutor in a spirit of 
duplicity and aspiration for absolute power, Caesar was a Roman and his social vision was more then anything 
dominated by the Roman Republican ideal of democracy, and the belief in the Roman citizenship value above all 
other nations. Nevertheless, their strong individual traits of personality served them well in reformist projects that 
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